REMARKS 



Claims 1-12 are pending in the application. The Examiner rejected Claims 1-12 under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Tiedemann, Jr. et al. (U.S. Patent 6,396,867). 

Regarding the rejection of independent Claims 1, 6 and 9 under § 1 02(e), the Examiner 
states that Tiedemann anticipates each and every element of the claims. Tiedemann discloses a 
method and apparatus for forward link power control. Tiedemann relates entirely to controlling 
forward link power control. The claims of the present application relate to reverse link power 
control. 

For example, Claim 1 recites "generating a power control command depending upon the 
strength of the received signal of the reverse link common channel, for controlling a transmission 
power of the reverse link common channel". Tiedemann does not teach or disclose any reverse 
link power control. 

Also the Abstract of Tiedemann clearly teaches that "a forward link power control 
mechanism measures the reverse link power control bits which are transmitted on the forward 
traffic channel. . .The remote station generates a set of forward link power control bit in 
accordance with the measurements and transmits these bits to all base stations in communication 
with the remote station." That is, Tiedemann teaches generating, by the remote station, the 
forward link power control bits in accordance with the measurement results and transmitting the 
set of forward link power control bit to the base stations. 

In addition, the features described in col. 7, lines 20-30 or col. 19, lines 15-22 or col. 20, 
lines 40-44 or lines 61-67 of Tiedemann, which are pointed out by the Examiner, relate to the 
forward link power control. 

Unlike Tiedemann, the present invention discloses receiving the signal through the 
reverse common control channel. The power control command is interposed in the forward link 
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common control channel. However, Tiedemann does not teach or suggest using the common 
control channel of the forward link or the reverse link. 



MPEP §2131 Anticipation, clearly states that to anticipate a claim, the reference must 
teach every element of the claim. As Tiedemann does not teach every element of the claims of 
the present application, the rejections should be withdrawn. 

Based on at least the foregoing, withdrawal of the rejection of independent Claims 1, 6 
and 9 under § 102(e) is respectfully requested. 

Independent Claims 1, 6 and 9 are believed to be in condition for allowance. Without 
conceding the patentability per se of dependent Claims 2-5, 7, 8 and 10-12, these are likewise 
believed to be allowable by virtue of their dependence on their respective amended independent 
claims. Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections of dependent Claims 2-5, 
7, 8 and 10-12 is respectfully requested. 

Accordingly, all of the claims pending in the Application, namely, Claims 1-12, are 
believed to be in condition for allowance. Should the Examiner believe that a telephone 
conference or personal interview would facilitate resolution of any remaining matters, the 
Examiner may contact Applicants' attorney at the number given below. 



THE FARRELL LAW FIRM 

333 Earle Ovington Blvd. Suite 701 

Uniondale, New York 11553 

Tel: (516)228-3565 

Fax: (516)228-8475 
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Respectfully submitted, 




Paul JJfFarrell 
Reg. No. 33,494 
Attorney for Applicant 
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